EPILOGUE: AFTER NINE YEARS NEW COVER-UPS 
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’’Time heals," we are told, 

"The old order changeth" Is another ancient belief. 

Truth, crushed to earth, will rise again? 

There are ancient beliefs that in normal events are truths. 

But not with political assassinations. After the first edition of 
this book was published, JFK T s brother f Robert Kennedy, was assassi- 
nated the June night of 1968 when he had just won the California 
primary and become, for a few fleeting moments, the probable next 
president. The Black Messiah, Dr, Martin Luther King, had been as- j 
isassinated April 4 of that year, in Memphis, Tennessee, Substantial! 
Idoubts remain about all assassinations, (As of this reprinting, my 
[FRAME-UP remains the only book on the King assassination not in ac- 
cord with the official account. On September 15, 1976, the House of 
Representatives established a new committee to investigate the JFK 
|and King assassinations.) 

- Time did not heal. The old order has not changed. And truth 
iremains crushed to earth for most people* 

There have been demands for new investigations and there have 
jbeen supposed investigations - real and simultaneously unreal* In- 
vestigations have had official existences, have issued official re- 
ports and have not once addressed the simple, basic fact of the JFK 
assassination. 

In the wake of exposures of CIA and FBI transgressions against 
law and morality, there was a supposed investigation of the intelli-f 
igence community* 

By then we had had our first ousted President, Richard Nixon,: 
/■ I iand our first unelected President, Gerald Ford, former Warren Com- j 

^ ^ taissioner. Ford then appointed our unelected vice president, ; 

[Nelson Rockefeller, an intelligence personality in World War II. Iti 
was only natural for Ford, with his experiences, to appoint another • 
presidential commission to "investigate' 1 the abuses of the intelli- j 
gence community. What better head than Rockefeller? And who could 
have been more suited to run the commission for Rockefeller and his 
(collection of Intel 1 igence '-compromised fellow commissioners than 
jDavld Belin, one of the major whitewashes of the Warren Commission?! 
Belin had earned other credentials after his career of covering up 
bn the Warren Commission. He had been head of Lawyers for Nixon. 

On the Rockefeller Commission, in that year before the 1976 presi- 
dential election, he covered up beautifully for Ford. Some of what 
he suppressed follows. 

The real job of the Rockefeller Commission was to protect the 
intelligence community, the spooks, from the consequences of their 
extensive illegalities in which Americans, not imagined foreign ene- 
mies , were their targets* It and Belin did succeed. They added 
little to what was known and suppressed much* Their mandate did not 
include investigating the JFK assassination but Belin extended it to 
that. If there had been any criticism of the Warren Report, it 
would, naturally, have hurt Ford. Just as naturally, therefore, 
Belin, knowing better, found the Warren Report flawless and neither 
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He nor Tord was hurt* 

What set this up for Belin and the Rockefeller Commission was! 
a series of utterly irresponsible attention-attracting appearances ' 
by an odd bag of "pot-boilers" ("if the pot boils long enough, it 
will boil over") centering around the most extreme misinterpretations 
of the Zapruder film. It was coast-to-coast network TV. In the 
course of these excesses, the real value of the film as evidence, 
jsave for shock, was entirely lost. 

Robert Groden, a photo-optics expert but not an investigator 
or analyst , had by means that must remain secret - but not involving 
jany illegal act on his part - obtained a magnificently clear print 
■of the Zapruder film. He came to see me - many times - and over the 
years, as I suggested it, he created an entirely new series of 
iZapruder films* All are completely faithful to the original. 
[Faithfulness ended with wild interpretations. 

L. „ i*J e to Public w±tb this new film at a convention of 

.the self called Assassination Information Bureau, These irresponsi- 

rhf S a kEeW ? g ?? d thin8 ‘ Commercializing the doubts and unease about 
If®” 1 Rations wag a « glg » to them. For several years they 

of £ colle e iate ® ind while not overlooking the collegiate 
£ i c °urse of this self-service - the only other service 

if£??* dl f*?£ 0matlon ", they corrupted & ta^ge ^^ereeirtage- o f-tbe-co-1 - ! 
iXe gia - te -Y'M Y* pvn da ' 

L v thing was too protected by law to preclude their stealing 
lit. Nothing that could be attractive and exciting was too false. 
! nothiL i fv, a bucfc and dt bas to be earned. To earn it there was 

:^™^ g t 5 e LT° Ul f R °l ' and dld not * say - illuminated by a clever 
showing of films to which special and unjustified meaning was given ! 
to audiences not in a position to question or discriminate. 

the t0 "convention," largely a gathering of nuts and 

seekers, with SODie of tbe de ®p!y concerned, that Groden 
gave the first public showing of his technically excellent work. 



The AIB is not alone in recognizing a "good" thing on sight. 
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^ ed l*tely mo ved in and took Groden over were | 
iComedian/'poiitica 1 activist Dick Gregory; Mark Lane, then Gregory's 1 
friend and earlier described by the less-than-unsophisticated former 

who a b a H°h ern °t J v l:i !! Conna lly as a "scavenger;" and Ralph Schoemnan, I- 
had been out of the Bertrand Russell Foundation once the i 

aged philosopher died. He also had been Lane's friend, 

e Steve .. Ja:f £ e i one of the lesser disasters Lane had visited 
upon _ormer New Orleans District Attorney Jim Garrison in his Mardi 
bras look at the JFK assassination (see my OSWALD IN NEW O RLEAN S 
out of print but available in some libraries), was the flack. 

. . , + Witb . G ^S°;y' 6 Popularity and not inconsiderable wealth then ! 

wMch a°ll C o i f e tMs ha n d”^ 1 “ Daid colle / e appearances, to the number of 1. 
Widespread h added> press conferences and coverage of them were; 

ABC Prided the first coast-to-coast TV airing. ABC was 
expert on^he°sub;e^" nate ^ secsations witb * ^gfe authentic j 

NBC followed with a solo appearance by Arlen SDecter whn 

ing and P aahLf 5fnes b0dy ^ t0 ^ NBC ' S T ° m Snyder * ed ■ 

videowhitewashes T ent »“» «■ »<*»>■* fodv-hour series ol 

Grist for the Belin/Ford mill with an election ahead. 

Belin immediately announced a JFK assassination investigation 
“ al £ ia secret proceedings . He would investigate these chargls 
about what the Zapruder film shows. With no difficulty at all he 
knocked down all the wild ravings about the film - what it does not 
— J?bat_ it does was sinrolv dismissed. That it does show the 
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president's body propelled both forward and backward was not new. 

1 published an account of this In 1966, in my WHITEWASH II. With 
all the shots coming from the rear in the official account, the Ford/ 
!Rockefeller/BeIin Commission merely concluded that the motion of thej 
President's body toward the alleged shots was attributable to the 
jlaws of physics. 

They got away with it, too. But their report on the spook 
jsins did not satisfy* The Senate, reflecting this dissatisfaction, 
appointed a committee to "study government operations with respect 
to intelligence activities." It became known as the tf Church Commit- 
tee" after its chairman, Democratic Senator Frank Church. 

One of this committee's members. Republican "liberal" Richard 
Schweiker of Pennsylvania, asked for a subcommittee to look into the 
JFK assassination. He and Senator Gary Hart, Democrat of Colorado, 
were its members. 



Like the Rockefeller Commission, it conducted a noninvestiga- 
tion, restricting itself to the irrelevant . /fr* 

The Committee did not attempt to'duplicate the work of the 
Warren (read Ford's) Commission. It did not review the find- 
ings and conclusions of the Warren Commission. It did not re- ! 
examine the physical evidence which the Warren Commission had. \ 
It did not review one of the principal questions facing the 
Commission: whether Lee Harvey Oswald was in fact the assas- 

sin of President Kennedy. 



Instead, they assumed the basic conclusions of the Warren 
Commission, without which all of their report is totally irrelevant. 
They also achieved the impossible, the defamation of the FBI and CIA,. 

Assuming Oswald as the lone assassin, they also assumed he 
had "connections" with both pro- and anti-Castro Cubans, Then they 
charged the spooks with not informing the Commission. The Commis- 
sion knew well enough and was scared, (See WHITEWASH, pp.l40ff • 

POST MORTEM , pp. 485-7.) ’ ; 



In f act ,__there is no proof Oswald had either "connection." 

T ? iSj specially for Candidate/Warren ^ Coi^iss i bile f Ford #5r 
p t cal manna, an even better whitewash than Belin produced/ 

In reality, the Schweiker disclaimer is an understatement. 

W__ n tthere he says he "did not reexamine the physical evidence th^ 
Warren Co^ssion bad," he failed to state that the commujee alsj 
want tn ? xan,ine evidence the Warren Commission did not have or 
, ha y e , evidence that lawyers, of whom the First Unelected is 
essential evidence. * hm fh 



The CIA in particular perceived its go men moment, it red f 
the Presidential commission and later the Church Committee that of 
(which it wanted to purge itself, secure in the certainty no one 
dared rise to the national need^ I f, /f if* 

| Among these former secrets - and there were many, including 1 

domestic deaths in drug experiments and details of illicit domestic 
activity - is what follows in facsimile. This is a xerox of what 
the CIA gave the commission and the Senate committee. . Neither used 
It. Neither wanted to. There is, in fact, no public reference to 
it as of the moment of this writing, much more than a year later. 



! ^re let us return to the first edition of this book, to page! 

.143. There we have the founding father and patron saint of the FBI : 
Celling the by then defunct Warren Commission that the CIA wanted a i 
copy of the Zapruder film "solely for training purposes." This also: 
isays, of course - and from the then available evidence it is true - 
that the CIA did not have the film and needed a print. In a foot— 
pote I asked about this alleged training, "To train assassins? Or 
to teach them how not to get caught?" 
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, CIA did use the print provided pursuant Hoover’s 

letter for ^a kind of training only partly exposed to this moment ?! 

L ' . f*}' trained local police with-it# although by law domestic 1 I : 

.activity is prohibited to it* i am bound not to disclose mv first-person' sourced 

When it asked for this copy of the Zapruder film T.t did not 
need one* 



3.^ k&d ^ But it also had (to keep this secret.' 1 
And Bel in knew it! ) 

(Knowing it, he also said nothing. 

Could Lawyers for Nixon have had a better leader? Or Ford 
have picked a better qualified man to run his "investigation" of the: 
spookery and his own Commission past? 

Jfhat follows is what the CIA gave Belin. No questions were i 
asked about the ClA T s pretense that it could not retrieve all its 
records with its superior filing system - so much better than the I 
FBI s that the CIA trained local police in its mysteries* :Tc/cUrtif ■ 

Not asking questions is one of the certain ways of not getting 
embarrassing answers* Asking the wrong questions is a guaranteed 
method of not obtaining right and necessary answers* Lawyers learn ■ 
early* Belin had postgraduate training and experience 
on the Warren Commission* There his accomplishments included not 
calling Mrs* Carolyn Arnold as a witness when she told the FBI she 
had seen Oswald on the first floor at a time that precluded his 
being the assassin (pp,74-6) and not calling T. F * Bowley who told 

n he ?^ 1 ^ as . she ^ iff the Ti PP*t killing was at a time that precluded 
Oswald having been his killer* (POST MORTEM 493) 

i * ^©tending detachment, Belin turned the JFK work over to his 
6 m Commission assistant, the like-minded senior counsel, 
Robert B Olsen. Olsen’s still secret work, that being the way of 
residential commissions , involved speaking to the CIA* Under pres-: 
Freedom of Information Act, the CIA has released some of! 
its records. It continues suppressions by withholding records in 
toto and by unjustifiable masking of the contents of what it does 
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Olsen limited his request. This limited the response. The 
initial limit is to ’’textual materials.” There were other materials, 
such as pictures. The request does not cover them. It next is lim-’ 
ited to what was given to the Secret Service. While this may or may 
not have other significances, why did the request not include what -i 
if anything - was given to the Warren Commission, the chief investi- 
gator, or the FBI, which did most of its investigative, lab and 
photographic work? Why did it not include records that may never 
have left the CIA? 

One of the possible significances is that for the first week 
after the assassination there was no Warren Commission. The Secret 
Service is responsible for presidential security. 

T he CIA's maskers eliminated its name in copying these records, 
it then obliterated the nonsecret name of the Director and/or his 
signing assistant. The cult of secrecy. 

Also nameless through masking is the addressee of a covering 
memo from the Office of the Director of the National Photographic 
Intelligence Center, if not also the author. 
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NPIC, we have been assured going back to long before Kennedy 
was President, is the world’s best at photo interpretation. Presi^ 
dent Eisenhower told us of its capability in that earlier period: 
it could read road stripes in pictures taken from 200 miles up* 

These best of photo interpreters, cued in, limited themselves 
to "written or typed papers.” The spook© then built in their own 
protection by saying there were "four photo briefing boards made 
from the Zap ruder film," 

While there are ambiguities* there is no doubt of the exis- 
tence of CIA prints made of individual frames of the Zapruder film. 
There also is no doubt that these prints were neither asked for nor 
^volunteered. The records "found" include 28 individual prints made 

from 28 separate frames. 

! 

Unless handwritten notes are "briefing boards," copies of the 
briefing boards were not provided and not asked for. 
bot "textual materials." 



Pictures are : 



There are two different versions of the list of prints, one 
handwritten, with some annotations, the other typed. 
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Typed list of prints 
and frames 



Here it is necessary to recall the official explanation of 
the crime. The Commission decided that the first shot could not 
u7\ been fired before Frame 210 and was fired before Frame 225, t 
which captured the President's reaction when the camera caught him 
emerging from behind a road sign (R98ff.). This conclusion is abso- 
lutely basic to all other conclusions. The second shot, the one 
said to have missed, could not have been fired for at least 42 
jframes, or 2.3 seconds. This is limitless optimism, but it is of- ! 
ifieial, It also represents a problem because Governor Connally is 
® een £££. reacting to his five wounds after the President has reactedi. 
.Connally also testified to having been hit by a separate bullet be- 1 
jtween Frames 231 and 234 (R106). This, of course, is total destruc-; 
tlon of the whole official solution. Here the Commission avoids 
stating the number of the frame that shows the explosion of the head!, 
;313. It considers that the single fatal shot (R110). 

v . Between the time of the officially-allowed first shot and any; 

N iP° lDt at w hich Connally ’s reaction is visible , there was no time for! 
i another shot . This is why the Comoisslon , deterrnlnelJTo find a“ ' r 
/ iu n f" nUt a ® sasslD and no conspiracy, inverted the palpable fraud 
thatone shot/! inf licted all seven nonfatal wounds and then— failed 






/J 







The CIA {3 experts made prints of only one of these later 
official ly-important frames, 313. At the time of the CIA’s original! 
work, there was no official story. * 

Naturally, the CIA "found" no explanation of its basis for 
selecting those frames it enlarged into prints. There is no douht 
however, that their significance was the basis for selection. 

Also naturally, there is ambiguity about the word "panel." 

Was it a panel of experts or a panel of. prints? There being no rea- ! 
son to assume experts would be given some and not other prints to 

g?*?®; J, ? e TVJ? ely v tlie reference ^ to mounted prints? or to 
the four photo briefing boards made from the film, j 

eight each and third have six each, the second and fourth 

, , ^ Markings added to the holographic version are provocative, 
interesting and meaningful, ' 

^ rames 198 an d 206 someone wrote in with a different 
pen 204 and after that the number "l". After ,T 206 " "210" is ■ 

?217 " D " 22 A" t ?« S w^^ 0r,n ^ Dg: *5* later officlal B tory. After 

others 220 iS written in and a:fter it the number "2". There are ! 

Frame 204 coincides with my own early and nonprof eseional 
*>hoto analysis centering around Phil Willis's involuntary snapping ! 

±n reactlon to bearing a shot (WHITEWASH II, 

^42ff .lOSff . ). There is universal agreement that his fifth picture 
was taken after JFK was hit. In Frame 204 his camera can be seen 
coming away from his eye, after he took his fifth picture. 

*i a Ic these 28 prints, only two sets are sequential, 289-92 and , 
Ia each case tbey are bracketed together in the holograph. 
[The time gap between them is about a half-second. There is no ex- 
fcianation and, obviously, the Ford/Rockefeller/Belln/Olsen operation ; 
wanted none . 

So f we are left to interpret possibilities, — — - 

with thf ^Ti e »^ Wh0 ' as , a r ?P? rter and editor, had many contacts 
with the CIA made some inquiries after I gave him a duplicate of 

these pages. The one question to which he did get an answer is when 

^th<n e t CI V°“ ple ^ ! tS initial Photographic analysis? He was told 

Commission da7S ' T3mt W * S f±Ve dayS before tbe re was a Warren j 

- 4 ° ne °* tbe ! e paeeB 8eems to be a recapitulation of what Life 

magazine published. This could not have been until after two i 

following the assassination, ! 

, , „ Th * s accounting of only the shots that hit coincide with 
that of the Secret Service~T?HITEWASB II th^t » ^ + 1 5 ' 

^tbird bullet struck the P,e£lden”X sic^tSS SomSi/X • 

“ob« n :£i“ r ^d rtStX ei«:?i2iE. w ja r r - 1 

's-SS?* si «r££? SJ’S’MT 

which * 1 

agreeing that three shots hit and with at least one acknowledeed to 
toaIized? Sed ’ the ° fficial solution was destroyed before it was for- 

of notes shows it did consider the Life ac- 

Sta'iShStr 1 * sep *- ; 

establi shed thr oughout POST MORTEM. Ever, authorli, o«j« the i 
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barren Commission said so. 

Another page of notes that apparently were made prior to the 
testing of Zapruder's camera - none of these pages is dated or 
isigned or identified in any way - postulates a camera speed of 16 ■ 

frames per second as well as the actual * approximately 18. In this j 
ersion, the first shot is at Frame 190. This is when it could not ! 
Ihave struck both men, when Oswald could not have fired it, and coin-i 
jcides with my own early analysis {WHITEWASH, 47). This page is re- j 
produced in two sections, at the bottom of this and top of the next : 

! pae6, fi 

There r em a ins o ne more sh e et of paper . On it the CIA does J 
i commit itself. It has a column for the Life account and two other 
jcolumns headed "Other Possibilities." There are two sets of other 
'possibilities, tabulated under the headings, 

Occur 11 and "Seconds Between Shots. 1 ' 



"Frames on Which Shots 



Each possibility represents a separate, knowing and suppressed 
destruction of the official explanation of hew- ou r — P-r-e si-den-t- - wae- 

-^ktlledl Th t Q JJ4 J'Sf ft tvfifn 




; 

! 

— 

J ?? 1 
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1 ui *. Ass ™ in 8 the Official impossibility about the speed with 
i^mn C e ° SW ?+ d could have reloaded and fired a second shot, each col- 
:umn says it was totally impossible. Neither permits enough ?ime 



i Ihe CIA is explicit In calculating the frames ton with 

be^t m ^h f f 42 rec i uired for shooting never duplicatedby the world’s 

othL ns S, Th“ e ^ er f i011 Permits only 29 frames between^hots, the 
other 36. The shorter time is 1.6 seconds. ’ ne 

Frame 206® * S that the first shot was flred « . 

trame 206. By itself, this eliminates Oswald as the lone assassin 

as it also ends the entire official account. assassin 

Frame 242^ There°f/™ Blbil *i le ^ agree that a shot ° c ^rred at 
shot that ‘hi no ? e Za P ruder f111 " could have captured a i 

ie°L * 5«5i! h Tb i® alone “eans there has to have been at 

omcui .1£& h £ f tte “«*• »*- 

not present anp ba elc 

313 ' ^ r Thr°e;«Hs e .re P «eibL , i; t 3$S llet *“ bet " e “ Fr “" s 312 *°1 ; 

gence in°which 18 D ° d °Y bt that the CIA dld Possess intelli- I 
gence in which it is supreme, intelligence at the very least casting! 

P«8idMt S «r d °* b l the official explanation of how our I 
President was killed and by whom - and kept it secret! 

Of .be LlsslSi.Sr 206 «*”‘* l “ 1 ** «• official account I 

So does one at Frame 242* 

Whatever the interval between the first and second shots in 
either case it makes the official explanation impossible ’ 
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This CIA withholding does not in any sense exculpate the 
Warren Commission, If it did not have the CIA’s photo-intelligence 
work, it knew the CIA's photo- intelligence capabilities. It elected; 
not to use them. Even though it knew its version was a theory* not 
a fact, 

\ 

Its answer is a question, what else could have happened? 

This is no answer. That Comnission ’ s assigned task was to 
find out and report what did happen, not theorize and convert its 
baseless and invalid theories into what it pretended was fact. 

But this is Information the CIA, the national Photographic 
Interpretation Center and the Director, Central Intelligence, with- 
held from the Presidential Commission. 

r * 

From the sorrowing people, too* 

The Commission appointed by the President who had beei a mem-; 
■ber of the Warren Commission and to which he appointed those with 
prior intelligence connections plus his former associate Belin also 
^withheld this kind of information? 

Went further and, possessing this suppressed evidence, reaf- 1 
firmed the false solution to this most horrible of crimes, a crime i 
jwithout which Gerald Ford would not be President? 



It Is easy to condemn the CIA for withholding essential evi- j 
dence from the Warren Commission. This criticism is justified. 
However, fault does not lie with the CIA alone. Everyone involved 
in the so-called Investigation knew of the importance of the Zaprudei 
and other films. Everyone knew of the NPIC's fantastic capabilities^ 
There is no record that the members or staff of the Commission wantefl 
this intelligence work done. There is abundant evidence none wanted; 
to know what the Zapruder film really shows. In any rational inter-: 
pretation, it presented a threat to the Commission's predetermined 
conclusion, there had been a lone-nut assassin. No conspiracy. 

That the Commission knew better is established in greatest 
|def initiveness throughout POST MORTEM. Its opening chapter, Tf Con- 
jclusions First, ” shows the origin and details of this political pre- 
j condition around which the entire noninvestigation was built. It 
■shows in detail, with formerly suppressed official evidence, how all 
!was distorted and corrupted, where it could not be ignored, to pre- 
|tend to give credibility to the predetermination. There never was 
.any investigation to learn how our President was killed and by whom. 

For those to whom the Nuremberg defense can have meaning, it 
is necessary to understand that the CIA was not alone in failing to 
ioeet national obligations when the President was assassinated. The 
major responsibility was that of the Commission. 

At the Nuremberg war-guilt trials, the common Nazi defense 
was that orders had to be followed* Had It been accepted, as it was 
not, everyone under Hitler would have been acquitted of the most hor- 
rible crimes in history* 



That every agency was guilty of suppression, withholding, 
misrepresentation, distortion and just plain lying presented all 
agencies with problems. The major problem was carrying it all off -| 
first, until the Report was issued and then as far into perpetuity 
jas possible. 

This created a number of subordinate problems, ranging from 
keeping everyone silent to protecting subordinates who remained ob- ; 
scenely silent to creating records that, on the one hand, had meaning 
Within each agency and, on the other, would have none of less meaning 
If ever out of the locked files of that agency. 

1 Thus, when the CIA had to give some information to the Rocke- 

feller Commission, it managed not to find any final statement of the 



analysis of the Zapruder film. The one thing that Ts certain is that” 
conclusions were reached and in some manner were conveyed to the up- 
per echelons of the CIA, which had to know the realities and had to ■ 
be able to protect the Agency. No such final statement by any agency 
surfaced in 13 years after the assassination. POST MORTEM shows how^ 
there were none on two other interrelated elements of the most es- ! 
sential evidence in a homicide by gunshot, the medical/autopsy evi- i 
dence and the ballistics evidence, particularly the scientific tests. 

,,, . ° ne result of this Byzantine situation is that there was con- I 
Illet between the agencies. Each felt that pointing a finger at the 
other helped it* J. Edgar Hoover, who had his own comparable re- 
sponsibillty with the Zapruder film and did not meet it, was the 
real bureaucratic master of this kind of Infighting. 

This rivalry continued. Each agency had the same continuing 
need to protect itself. This became acvffe after exposure of the i 
domestic improprieties and illegal acts of the FBI and CIA, in par- 
ticular, the exposures that led the Senate to create the Church 
committee and its Schweiker-Hart subcommittee. 

The agencies had to diminish what the Senate could learn and 
do while seeming to meet the needs of the investigation. Each had 
to seem to be cooperative. None could even appear to be withholding 
anything. It also had to be done in a manner that would not require 
the Senate to find that there had been any agency involvement in the 
assassination and other crimes. A "national security" claim became 
the means of withholdings that developed Into total misdirection. 



Republican Senator Schweiker's need in an election year was 
to protect his Presidential candidate, Ford, the former Warren Com- 
missioner. This resulted in an irrelevant noninvestigation based oa 
the assumption of the accuracy of the Report. To do this it was 
necessary to add some guilt on the part of the agencies, so the 
Schweiker report concluded that they had withheld essential evidence 
[from the Commission. Only suppressions and a less than diligent 
(press made this and acceptance of if possible. 5be allegedly with- ! 
held evidence supposedly related to Oswald's simultaneous "connec- 
tion" with the antagonistic pro and anti-Castro forces in New Orleanh 
There had been no pro-Castro activity or group in New Orleans and, 
in fact, Oswald was "connected" with no Cuban group of any kind - 
lanywhere , 

For a day there were sensational headlines, then it all faded 
into oblivion. Ford was saved. The agencies were saved. Orwell 
Iwas more of a seer: control of the past enabled control of the 

■future . 

\ -H&weweiv public pressures demanded that some of the secret , 

ifiles be released. I filed more Freedom of Information Act requests! 
than any other person. By the time of the Church-Schweiker investi- 
gation, seven had been in court. Three were then current. I levied: 
more than 50 such demands for suppressed evidence on the CIA and 
Department of Justice, including the FBI, in addition to other 
agencies* 



These kinds of pressures created other bureaucratic urgencies. 
One was the need to appear not to suppress while continuing to sup- : 
press. One variation was to disclose incompletely and thereby mis- 
lead and misdirect. The foregoing incomplete and not understood 
records on the NPICs Zapruder film analysis are one illustration I 
and one kind of illustration* Another set of CIA files gets to its I 
special motive* 

In fairness to the CIA f it should be understood that the FBI, 
which did most of the so-called investigating for the Commission, 
did the same thing in the same and in other ways. Because the FBI 
had to report to the Commission, it also had to protect itself while 
still giving the Commission information* 
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One example of this that is in the Commission's files and was 
ignored by it bears on the bugaboo of conspiracy. The FBI field 
£2^7. ° n 1X * investigation of the literature Oswald "handed out ln‘T 
New Orleans state that the literature was not picked up at the print^- 
F S by *? S r a i d ' Tbe FBI rewr °te these field reports in Washington 

ti^T^idSSEJi ¥5“* ° Sb ° rne ' ^ Picked^SS^Jnt 

f ng * lhe ideil tical false language is used in the Report. 

inarch th f F ? r deliberat ely gave the Commission what incrimi- 

evident n f 0mmi88 ^ 0n * ffhetber or n °t Oswald had associates could be 
evidence of conspiracy. Everybody involved in the government knew 
there was an official determination to declare that there had been 

|?ng C ?rSoth C v;rs?ons H ° OVer **“ Coranisaion wltb Biv-j 

L w<a „,. Dnd ff these public pressures, the CIA started a program of ! 

suppr ?® eed Jf recor ' le to decide which it could release 
and in what form. Two of these memoranda of the countless ones that 
were not given to the Warren Commission have the serial identifica- 
tion of Document Number 657-831. They were reviewed in June 1976. 

They are "sanitized" in a technique evolved after the 1974 
l b ?J° IA ' masklngs ' especially of names The false 
claim is that these maskings were essential for "national security " ! 

sources > methods and installations. To ob- 
. _ tbheld information, it then becomes necessary to go to 

T^ W pe ? ple $ an do this a ^d none can without wasting time and 
sions" Verv d nf+ y °^ even successful litigation perpetuates suppres- 
sions. Very often there is neither justification nor need for the 

™ey b ®9 on,e a disinformation operation in themselves as 
“ a frUSXrat \°° of the law - enabling the suppression of 

the embarrassing, they also hide the identities of those with per- 
; sonal knowledge. With these records there is no "national security" 
question.^ , 

The undiligent Schweiker committee was taken in by this CIA 
trickery. Its report hides a series of nonsecret names. It usee 
the CIA s substitute, code names and initials. One is a deliberate ' 
fabricator of false information, a man who had intelligence connec- 
tions and wanted to use the JFK assassination as a means of provok- 
ing an attack on Cuba. He is called "D." His fabrication is that 
??7-. P ™£ le A n tbe Cuban embassy in Mexico City give Oswald $6,50o! 
to kill JFK. Nothing about this story stacked. But the CIA Mexico 
i-ity station passed it on in excited, uncritical haste, even though 
□n the basis of time alone the story was a complete impossibility ' 
There is no secret about "D." He is Alvaredo Ugarte, as the FBI did! 
not withhold from the Warren Commission. But imagine the Schweiker ! 
committee of a dozen years later pretending that suppression of his 
tame is an urgent matter of real "national security." It did the 
same each time the CIA wanted this done. Thus, it refers to one 
AMLASH without saying he is Rolando Cuebela. Another example, again! 
from the Warren Commission's non secret files, is a supposedly mys- 
terious man who crossed the Mexican border at Nuevo Laredo on Novem-, 
per 23, 1963, and left Mexico City for Cuba on the 27th. He is 
completely identified by the FBI. Even tbe number of his tourist, 
permit is given. He is Gilberto Lopez. So far as the Commission 
not knowing, it knew this well: duplicates of these reports from ! 

;its file CR205, Sec. 3, are also filed under "Susp. Persons." 

t Gerald Ford as a Warren Commissioner suppressed this and muctJ 

ore information. Schweiker did a job for Ford. They all did a job 
n all of us in all these suppressions and disinformation operations 

| Some areas were particularly delicate for the CIA, whose 

[former Director was a Commissioner. One of these is reflected in 
the CIA's kind of back-channel in Document Number 657-831. This 1 b 
one of a series of records encompassed by my FOIA requests. They 
[were released to another. They continued to be withheld from me, 
even after written reminders. This is one of several that came to 
toy attention when they were fed to the Jack Anderson column. As they 
yere explain ed to Anderson's associate, Mark Smolonsky, they are 
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> 4 / sinister in hat they show a big secret, that Dulles cbnierredwlth 
Ills former associates in the CIA. 

„ That was not secret* It would have been a serious failing 
:ior Dulles not to have used his connections to further the Commis- 
sion s work* Dulles informed his fellow Commissioners of this often 
■sometimes asking if they would like him to ask special favors of the" 
CIA. Dulles carried it to this extreme: he offered to have the CIA 

use its secret foreign intelligence sources to obtain a book that 
was printed and available in bookstores. 

! , i* still another aspect of the perpetuated dis informa- 
tional activities, of the continuing cover-up. j 

The CIA's internal records, those for which it expected per- : 
petual secrecy, are nonetheless carefully drawn. In those released 
jit added obfuscation by masking the names. That of the author of an 
April 13, 1964, "MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD," if one were to guess 
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is most likely the vulnerable Richard Helms, the* chief of dirty 
tricks as "DDP" or "Deputy Director, Plans." Guesses about the 
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author of the attached three-page memo headed "Memo on Discussions 
with Mr. Allen W. Dulles on the Oswald Case on April 11" could begin 
with Thomas ff. Karamessines . He was one of the CIA's liaisons with ! 
the Commission. Others include Raymond Rocca and Arthur Dooley. 

The^e and many other CIA names have not been secret and need not be. 

Before final release, as masked as they are, these records 
had been further masked, in totally unnecessary ways. From the sub- 
ject of this memo, the words "memo on" and the date of the conference 
had been masked. They were then written in on review. 

What is of initial interest is that the author of the memo on 
the conference worked over the weekend to prepare it so he could 
Show it first thing Monday morning. The ellipsis also is interest- 
ing, in part because more than a dozen years later it was still de- ! 

C. shelving and misdirecting the most professional of investigative 
>>y reporters . derr tvvalltj, fVu Cpt-Kfffl It^k p 

Complete analysis is impossible here. What follows is enough I 
jto show some of what was being hidden and how. Also important is | 
the reflection oi CIA attitude toward the Commission's work* A sig— 1 
niflcant rexpression of it is the recommendation "that nothing fur- 
ther be done re preparation of an analysis of the OSWALD affair 
pending receipt of the questions from the Commission" that Dulles 
said would be sent . 

Translated into plain English this means "do not tell the 
Commission what the CIA knows and instead react to its questions 
only." This provided the means for withholding information from the 
Commission with protection for the CIA if caught: it had not been 

asked. 

j Also significant is the request from the masked official 

"that we prepare, on a priority basis, a reply to the FBI communica- 
tion containing two reports on the OSWALD case from Nosenko." Here 1 
the CIA hair is short. It had already conferred with and conned the 1 
Commission staff about ^NOSENKO (POST MORTEM, 626-9). ?^{LP ;<*. 

: The Commission's knowledge, the actuality other than the 

Senate's presumptions of a dozen years later, is contained in a 
nerves of formerly suppressed staff memos. Some are of more than a i 
mndred pages. Those of greatest Involvement in the Nosenko matter 
xe William T. Coleman, now Ford's Secretary of Transportation, and 
W. David Slawson, Besides these two at a March 12 conference with 
three CIA representatives headed by Helms were Rankin, Howard P. 

Willene, Samuel A. Stern and Burt Griffin. 
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As the memo on that conference written by Slawson was origi- 
nally declassified and then released to me, with m&skings required 
by the CIA, the Archives withheld the second paragraph on the first 
page. This is the first real paragraph of that Slawson memo. The 
(hidden words so urgent in the nation's security are, "The first 
topic of conversation was Yuri Nosenko, the recent Soviet defector. 
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'A general discussion was held on this problem (sic) with the CIA's f 
recommendation being that the Commission await further developments 1' 
f(POST MORTEM, 627) ! 

Now if we put these two long- suppressed internal records to- j 
gether, we find that the CIA, under Helms, persuaded the Commission 
to M await further developments" and a month later was still prevent- 
ing " further developments" by seeing to it that "nothing further be 
done re preparation of an analysis of the OSWALD affair" until it 
would be forced by the Commission's questions. Meanwhile, and on a 
Apriority basis," a month after Helms et al , asked the Commission to 
hold off on the Nosenko "problem," the CIA was to prepare, of all 
things, a "reply" to FBI reports on its interviews with Kosenko, 

These were held in February, the month before the Helms group per- 
suaded the Commission to do nothing. 

Part of the "problem" is what Nosenko, who had handled the 
^GB's Oswald files, had told the CIA and FBI. When he knew his life! 

| was forfeit if be was caught lying, Nosenko said that the KG/ con- j 
sidered Oswald an American "sleeper" or "dormant" agent and had kept 1 
him and his mail under surveillance (POST MORTEM, 627), 

Although I had published this and more six months prior to j 
the CIA's review of 657-831, it still has not disclosed all in Its 
release. In fact, the real Nosenko story is not told In these in- 
ternal records, either. This is an effort to perpetuate what both 
the Warren and Rockefeller Commission had done in suppressing the 
Nosenko story. Neither Report mentions his name* 

The shorter covering memo also notes that the CIA had done 
jits own internal work without passing it on. This Is hidden witn 'j 4 "' 

[the ellipsis that " also returned to me several items of 

Oswald production borrowed on 11 April.' 1 With that the day of the 
pDulles meeting, this "Oswald production" was clearly for Dulles and 
not for his fellow Commissioners and their work. 

i On that Saturday morning Dulles "first raised the allegation i 

that Oswald was a CIA agent. He mentioned two sources for this ac- I 
jcusation, One was Marguerite Oswald, Lee Harvey Oswald's mother, 
iand the other was Mr, Mark Lane, Mrs. Oswald's attorney." 

This is a hidden disinformation operation in itself. This 
pair of publicity seekers, each of whom had no knowledge, provided 
an easy means of by-passing the nitty-gritty; for example, Nosenko, i 
There were many others who held this belief* The week of the assas- 
sination I sent a lead and summary of a proposed article on it to my: 
literary agent and thereby lost my agent. There had been published j 
allegations three and four months prior to this Dulles conference. ! 
There had been TOP SECRET Commission deliberations of official re- 
ports to this effect. I had to sue to obtain these records. WHITE- 
WASH IV is devoted to this subject and facsimile reproductions of j 
un til-then secret official documents on it, I published in 1974 
what the CIA was still playing games with in its 1976 disclosures, 

Dulles's limitation to Lane and Mrs. Oswald, whose testimony 
jcould not and did not hold substance, provided an escape from real- 
ity for both the CIA and Commission. It was a set-up, Dulles actu-i 
iaily told the CIA Mrs. Oswald's testimony "was so incoherent it 
would be difficult to find pertinent excerpts." 

Dulles was not looking for fact. He was looking for conclu- 
sions, Thus, he said that the CIA's "reply should be straightfor- 
ward" in "language which made it clear that Lee Harvey Oswald was 
never an employee or agent of the CIA." Dulles said this "would 
suffice . " 

, Naturally, It omitted any CIA-Oswald association other than ! 

Oswald as a regular, payrolled employee, something nobody ever 
sug gested. 

This obfuscation, this lying without seeming to lie, this 
evasion of the real question in the asking of the wrong question - 1 



,was it intended? It was. No matter how resourcefully phrased, con- 
firmation is in the memo: "I agreed with him that a carefully 

jphrased denial of the charges of involvement with Oswald seemed 
most appropriate. " 

To further this end, "Hr. Ihilles did not think it would be a 
good idea to cite CIA procedures for agent assessment and handling 
to show that it would have been unlikely for Oswald to have been 
chosen as a CIA agent to enter Russia," The reason? "There are al- 
ways exceptions" and "this might be misunderstood by the members of i 
the Commission . " 

A trap was presented by the CornnissioiT s desire for the CIA's! 
"knowledge or judgment" on whether Oswald could have been a Russian ! 
pr other agent of any kind. After they "considered" this, they de- j 
bided that this "problem" presented the same "difficulties" and 
[raised all over again the question of "exceptions" to the rule. The 
author and Dulles agreed "it would be better to avoid this" by sim- ! 
ply saying the CIA had no "knowledge," 

On why the CIA "had not begun an investigation of Oswald as 
soon as it received word that be had defected," the author wrote, "I 
expressed the hope that it would not be necessary for the CIA to 
place matters of this sort in the public record, Ur. Dulles agreed. 11 

Dulles also agreed with the CIA's desire to avoid responding 
to these inquiries with sworn testimony, "I suggested that it would 
be best if the CIA response were In writt en form in which the ques- 
tions are eventually put to us." 

This, of course, had, obvious advantages. Even if by some off 
jchance the Commission dicL avoid the right questions, having a chance! 
ito toy with the language/' a CIA specialty, permitted a nonresponsive 
response. It also provided the opportunity for further discussion 
without there being a stenographic record to cause later embarrass- ' 
taent . 

The result is that the necessary questions were never asked 
pr answered and the perplexing mystery lingers. With Oswald the i 
(only official candidate for assassin, any prior official connection 
with him, regardless of its nature or possible Innocence, would for- 
ever raise questions of official involvement In the assassination 
Itself. 

If there Is any doubt about the intent of this Saturday con- 
ference, the Intent to withhold CIA information from the Commission, 
the conclusion of the memo eliminates it : 

At no time during these discussions did Mr, Dulles make 
any inquiries about Nosenko and I volunteered no information 
on this score. 

The wily Hoover had foreseen this cause of CIA embarrassment, 
Its need to avoid the information Nosenko provided, the Russian sus- 
picion that Oswald was an American intelligence functionary. For- 
eign intelligence is not the function of the FBI. It is the field 
of the CIA, Hoover's rival. Hoover pulled a daring trick on the CIA; 
and the Commission. 

There are more than the two mentioned FBI reports on Nosenko . 
It is fascinating that the CIA's language did not envision an analy- 
sis of them but a "reply." Two I have are dated February 28, one 
March 4, 1964, following FBI interviews with him on February 26 and 
27. That master bureaucrat Hoover had his agents arrange with 
Nosenko for him to be a Commission witness. Neither the Commission , 
nor the CIA wanted this. Hoover did it without asking or being 
asked, Kosenko's one reservation was that it not he in public. 

Nonetheless, the CIA was able to continue keeping information 
from the Commission, 

Eventually, on June 23, 1964, there was a "TOP SECRET" execu- 
tive session on this. This transcript had been denied me for years i 
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under one or another claimed exemption to the Act until X finally 
filed suit for it* It is Civil Action 75-1448 in federal district 1 
court in Washington. 

Another TOP SECRET Colem&n-Slawson memo to M The Commission/' 
this one of the next day, makes it clear that by then the CIA had 
not come across. That which the Commission obtained from the FBI 
"is the only information we have-" This pair even discouraged di- 
rect questioning of Nosenko the day after it happened in secret . 

The one exception to "what we already know from other sources! 1 
in what the FBI reports contain is, according to Coleman and Slawson^ 
that "Oswald was never trained or used as an agent of the Soviet 
Union for any purpose-" Nosenko did tell the FBI this. 

Coleman and Slawson make no mention of Nosenko T s report of 
Russian belief that Oswald was an American agent. 

i 

I do not suggest this means that the Commission had confirma-' 
[tion of this report "from other sources." However, if taken liter* I 
the formerly top ^secret memo says this. 

I do sugg€ist that this is a painful self-description of the 
|"investigation" of the assassination of our President- It also says| 
pmch about what it takes to become the black member of the unelected i 
President Ford’s cabinet* And a professor of law at the University 
of Southern California at Los Angeles, Slawson's reward. 

It all fits into a consistent pattern of suppression and of 

E ever wanting to find out what happened so there could be no knowl- 
dge of or report on what did happen and who did it. This required 
initial and continuing suppressions. To the degree possible, they >~ 

hre continued. When continuing total suppression becomes impossible' 
under the pressure of lawsuits like mine, then there are disinforma-! 
tional activities to hide what is in what is forced out, to distort ' 
and misrepresent the meaning. 
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At the outset the Eapruder film had to be misrepresented. 
Without this, nobody could dare to prepare a no-conspiracy report, 
the official determination from the beginning* Once it was decided ! 
to call Oswald the lone assassin, first by Hoover and then by the 
Commission, ainy possibility of Oswald's ever having had any conned- 1 
tion with any intelligence agency had to be hidden. Otherwise, that ! 
kgency would be blamed for killing the President, And it would re- ' 
[fleet harmfully on all intelligence agencies. 

The spooks and their bureaucratic associates in these crimes 
Were equal to the task of hiding truth and fact and evidence in order 
^Jto make a false and unacceptable "solution" appear to be acceptable 

On a subject in which extremism and paranoia are rampant, 
his actuality is a greater crime, a more serious offense against 
the country and its people, than any of those falsely charged by the; 
rabid. 

\ . j 

And the awful crime of silence by so many and for so long! 

j This kind of evidence withheld from or suppressed by the* 

presidential Commission? 

This is the real, the inside story of what is, with straight 
face, still described as the investigation of the assassination of 
mir President. 

Still again these suppressed CIA Internal records raise the 
nost frightening question: Is any president ever safe? 

Still again the parallel question: Is society itself safe? 

When ballets are wiped out by bullets, representative society 
is nullified. 




When those bullets are wiped out by government, there is an 



Ameriform coup d’etat . 
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under one or another claimed exemption to the Act until I finally 
filed suit for it. It is Civil Action 75-1448 in federal district ! 
court in Washington, 



Another TOP SECRET Coleman-Slawson memo to "The Commission , 11 
this one of the next day, makes it clear that by then the CIA had 
not come across. That which the Commission obtained from the FBI 
"is the only information we have. 11 This pair even discouraged di- 
rect questioning of Nosenko the day after it happened in secret. 

The one exception to "what we already know from other sources^ 
^ in what the FBI reports contain is, according to Coleman and Slawson ^ 
that "Oswald was never trained or used as an agent of the Soviet 
Union for any purpose. 11 Nosenko did tell the FBI this. 
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Coleman and Slawson make no mention of Nosenko 1 s report of 
Buss i an belief that Oswald was an American agent. 

I do not suggest this means that the Commission had confirma-j 
ftion of this report "from other sources," However, if taken liter- i 
jally, the formerly top -secret memo says this. 

I do suggest that this is a painful self-description of the 
("investigation" of the assassination of our President. It also says j 
much about what it takes to become the black member of the unelected j 
President Ford’s cabinet. And a professor of law at the University : 
of Southern California at Los Angeles, Slawson T s reward. 



It all fits into a consistent pattern of suppression and of 

S ever wanting to find out what happened so there could be no know!- ; 

dge of or report on what did happen and who did it , This required i 
-tiliitial - And co ntinuing sup pr e ss ions^ To- the degree possible , they |- 

ftre continued. When continuing total suppression becomes impossible! 
Under the pressure of lawsuits like mine, then there are disinforma- ! 
tional activities to hide what is in what is forced out, to distort 
and misrepresent the meaning. 
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At the outset the Zapruder film had to he misrepresented, 
Withbut this, nobody could dare to prepare a no-conspiracy report, [ 
the official determination from the beginning. Once it was decided 
jto call Oswald the lone assassin, first by Hoover and then by the 
Commission, any possibility of Oswald's ever having had any connec- i 
iion with any intelligence agency had to be hidden* Otherwise, that I 
agency would be blamed for killing the President, And it would re- j 
[fleet harmfully on all Intel! iffpmpp **** 

Frightening as it is that Hoover and his PH f abetted by Department of Justice lawyers, 

subversive of crimes 



and the CIA, would and did combine to withhold evidence in 
it is terrifying that two Presidential commissions then combined to 
perpetuate this unimaginable evil* fb & & J ^ 



them and to 
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And the awful crime of silence by so many and for so long! 

This kind of evidence withheld from or suppressed by the 
Presidential Commission? 

This is the real, the inside story of what Is, with straight 
face, still described as the investigation of the assassination of 
our President. 



Still again these suppressed CIA internal records raise the 
most frightening question: Is any president ever safe? 

Still again the parallel question: Is society itself safe? 

When ballots are wiped out by bullets, representative society 
[is nullified, 

When those bullets are wiped out by government, there is an 
Ameriform coup d'etat . 
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